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Since late in January the world has undergone staggering changes which in many cases may be irreparable. We have giver 
decisions over every aspect of our lives to the judgment of tests and to the projections of computer models for the coronavirus 
first claimed to have erupted in Wuhan China, now dubbed SARS-CoV-2. With astonishing lack of transparency or checking, one 
government after the other has imposed China-model lockdowns on their entire populations. It begins to look as if we are being 
led like sheep to slaughter for corrupted science. 


The Dubious COVID Models 


Two major models are being used in the West since the alleged spread of coronavirus to Europe and USA to “predict” and respond to the 
spread of COVID-19 illness. One was developed at Imperial College of London. The second was developed, with emphasis on USA effects 
by the University of Washington’s Institute for Health Metrics and Evaluation (IHME) in Seattle, near the home of Microsoft founder Bill 
Gates. What few know is that both groups owe their existence to generous funding by a tax exempt foundation that stands to make literally 
billions on purported vaccines and other drugs to treat coronavirus—The Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation. 


In early March, Prof. Neil Ferguson, head of the MRC Centre for Global Infectious Disease Analysis at Imperial College London issued € 
widely-discussed model that forecast possible COVID-19 deaths in the UK as high as 500,000. Ferguson works closely with the WHO. Tha’ 
report was held responsible for a dramatic u-turn by the UK government from a traditional public health policy of isolating at risk patients 
while allowing society and the economy to function normally. Days after the UK went on lockdown, Ferguson’s institute sheepishly revised 
downwards his death estimates, several times and dramatically. His dire warnings have not come to pass and the UK economy, like mos 
others around the world, has gone into deep crisis based on inflated estimates. 


Ferguson and his Imperial College modelers have a notorious track record for predicting dire consequences of diseases. In 2002 Fergusor 
predicted that up to 50,000 people in UK would die from variant Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease, “mad cow disease”, possibly to 150,000 if the 
epidemic expanded to include sheep. A total of 178 people were officially registered dead from vCJD. In 2005, Ferguson claimed that up tc 
200 million (!) people worldwide would be killed by bird-flu or H5N1. By early 2006, the WHO had only linked 78 deaths to the virus. Then ir 
2009 Ferguson’s group at Imperial College advised the government that swine flu or H1N1 would probably kill 65,000 people in the UK. In 
the end, swine flu claimed the lives of 457 people. Ferguson and his Imperial College group have a notoriously bad track record fol 
predicting disease consequences. 


Yet the same Ferguson group at Imperial College, with WHO endorsement, was behind the panic numbers that triggered a UK governmen’ 
lockdown. Ferguson was also the source of the wild “prediction” that 2.2 million Americans would likely die if immediate lockdown of the US 


economy did not occur. Based on the Ferguson model, Dr Anthony Fauci of NIAID reportedly confronted President Trump and pressurec 
him to declare a national health emergency. Much as in the UK, once the damage to the economy was begun, Ferguson’s model later 
drastically lowered the US fatality estimates to between 100,000 to 200,000 deaths. In both US and UK cases Neil Ferguson relied on date 
from the Chinese government, data which has been shown as unreliable. 


Neil Ferguson and his modelling group at Imperial College, in addition to being backed by WHO, receive millions from the Bill & Melinde 
Gates Foundation. Ferguson heads the Vaccine Impact Modelling Consortium at Imperial College which lists as its funders the Bill 8 
Melinda Gates Foundation and the Gates-backed GAVI-the vaccine alliance. From 2006 through 2018 the Gates Foundation has investec 
an impressive $184,872,226.99 into Ferguson’s Imperial College modeling operations. 


Notably, the Gates foundation began pouring millions into Ferguson’s modelling operation well after his catastrophic lack of accuracy was 
known, leading some to suggest Ferguson is another “science for hire” operation. 


University of Washington—Gates too... 


More recently, the forecast models being used to justify the unprecedented lockdown measures across the United States have beer 
developed at the University of Washington Institute for Health Metrics and Evaluation (IHME) in Seattle. Its COVID-19 model forecasts 
deaths and the use of hospital resources such as hospital beds, ICU beds and ventilators. At the end of March the model from IHME alsc 
“predicted” up to 2.2 million American coronavirus deaths unless drastic lockdown measures were followed. By April 7 IHME models revised 
that down to up to 200,000 deaths. Their last down revision puts deaths at just over 60,000. The claim is that the down revisions are 
informed by actual data. Yet the wildly inaccurate projections were the ones used to impose catastrophic social and economic restrictions 
across the USA. 


Alex Berenson, a former New York Times reporter questioned the IMHE model: “Aside from New York, nationally there’s been no health 
system crisis. In fact, to be truly correct, there has been a health system crisis, but the crisis is that the hospitals are empty,” he said. “This is 
true in Florida where the lockdown was late, this is true in southern California where the lockdown was early, it’s true in Oklahoma where 
there is no statewide lockdown. There doesnt seem to be any correlation between the lockdown and whether or not the epidemic has 
spread wide and fast.” IHME claims its revisions are result of the lockdown taking effect even though that would take weeks to show up. 


Like Neil Ferguson at the Imperial College London, the University of Washington’s IHME is another project of the Gates Foundation. It was 
created in 2007 with a major grant from the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation. In May 2015 IHME and the World Health Organization signed € 
major agreement to collaborate on data used to estimate world health trends. Then in 2017 IHME got an additional $279 million from the 
Gates Foundation to expand its work over the next decade. That, in addition to another a $210 million gift in 2016 from the Bill & Melinde 
Gates Foundation to fund construction of a new building to house several UW units working in population health, including IHME. In other 
words, IHME has been a crucial piece of the Gates global health strategy for more than 13 years. 


They have been turning out highly inflated models for state-by-state emergency room demands. Those inflated projections, from New York 
to California and beyond have wreaked havoc on the entire health care system. When one IHME model predicted need for 430,00C 
intensive care beds across the US in March, states went into panic mode from New York to California to Pennsylvania and beyond. By the 
third week of April the reality was that hospital beds were empty and untold numbers of other operations had been canceled to make roorr 
for covid19 patients who never materialized. 


Faulty Tests 


The wide variety of different tests that are supposed to tell whether one is infected with the SARS-CoV-2 virus have added a crucial elemen’ 
to the perfect dystopian storm that is raging globally. Simply put, the tests are not that reliable. 


A leading German laboratory reported in early April that, according to WHO recommendations, Covid19 virus tests are now considerec 
positive, even if the specific target sequence of the Covid19 virus is negative and only the more general corona virus target sequence is 
positive. This can lead to other corona viruses such as cold viruses also triggering a false positive test result. That means you can have é 
simple cold and you are deemed coronavirus positive. Little wonder that the tally of coronavirus “infected” is exploding over the past weeks. 
But what does that number really mean? We simply don’t know. Yet our politicians are glibly shutting down entire economies and causing 
inconceivable social damage based on false model projections and WHO’s dodgy testing guidelines. 


In Germany the Robert Koch Institute (RKI), the government agency leading the COVID19 response, has deliberately refused to list the 
actual daily number of persons tested despite requests. Prof. Christopher Kuhbander, author of a detailed study states, “The reported 
figures on new infections very dramatically overestimate the true spread of the corona virus. The observed rapid increase in new infections 
is almost exclusively due to the fact that the number of tests has increased rapidly over time. So, at least according to the reported figures 
there was in reality never an exponential spread of the coronavirus. The reported figures on new infections hide the fact that the number o 
new infections has been decreasing since about early or mid-March.” Yet the uncritical media presentation of endless statistics from the 
head of the RKI have fostered unprecedented anxiety and fear in the population of Germany. 


Californian physician Dr. Dan Erickson described his observations regarding Covid19 in a press briefing. He stated that hospitals anc 
intensive care units in California and other states have remained largely empty so far. Dr. Erickson reports that doctors from several US 
states have been “pressured to issue death certificates mentioning Covid19, even though they themselves did not agree. In Pennsylvania 
the state was forced to remove some 200 “coronavirus” deaths after doctor autopsy revealed death from pre-existing causes such as heart 


or lung diseases. 


The more that actual facts are emerging around this pandemic and its consequences, it is becoming clear were are being told to commi 
economic and social suicide based on wrong methods and wrong information. 


F. William Engdahl is strategic risk consultant and lecturer, he holds a degree in politics from Princeton University and is é 
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